Professor Ross criticizes a paper read by one of us at the Bombay Medical Congress last February. We think that some of his remarks may cause those who have not read the original paper and the discussion thereon to believe that we are attempting to obstruct the progress of anti-malarial work in this country; and since such a misinterpretation of our attitude would be detrimental to the interests of that work, we beg that you will permit us to lay before your readers a complete but necessarily much condensed statement of the most elementary and essential features of the Indian problem.
The standpoint from which the subject of the prevention of malaria in India is regarded by Professor Ross and some other critics in England differs entirely from the point of view from which it has to be approached by Indian workers who are aware of the nature and magnitude of the task to be dealt with, and we believe that if by this communication we are able to induce even a few people to survey the subject, from the outlook of local knowledge and experience, we shall have contributed to the discussion in a more useful manner than if we had undertaken the trivial task of replying in detail to each of the criticisms brought forward by Professor Ross.
It is exceedingly easy to enumerate the different measures that research and experiment have proved to be of value in the prevention of malaria. It is exceedingly difficult, when we come to actual practice, to suggest a rational scheme of anti-malarial sanitation suitable for India.
In the first place we think we are justified in May, 1909. j 
